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the last of the series. Any such claim can be shown to conflict with
the demand of reason, for an absolute totality. This does not
necessarily imply that there never can be such a kst term (e.g. in
the series of a given man's ancestors), but that the understanding
by its very nature could never recognize any empirical'member as
being such a last term, and would therefore still be constrained by
reason to look for a further one.
This statement of the regulative function of reason is an
anticipation of the fuller formulation which is given later.
The general solution offered above is now applied in greater
detail to the four antinomies, but as far as the first two (the
mathematical antinomies) are concerned, nothing is thereby added
to what has already been said. The regulative function of reason
in demanding that"investigation shall never stop short of attaining
to the ideal of a totality conceived a priori by reason (even though
this ideal can never actually be achieved) is further emphasized,
and a distinction is drawn between those empirical series in which
we are certain a priori that however far we proceed with our
empirical analysis there will always be another term for us to
discover (of which an example is provided by the divisibility of
matter), and those in which we are bound to look for such a term
even though none may exist; for even if the term which we have
reached is actually the last, we can never know this and are there-
fore bound to search for another (as in tracing the origin of the
human race). This distinction is of dubious validity and no impor-
tance. In fact these solutions of the First and Second Antinomies
are probably included only for the sake of symmetry, since they
are entirely subordinate to the discussion of the Third Antinomy
which follows them. This section of the Critique,1 containing as it
does all that is essential in Kant's ethical doctrine, is so funda-
mental to his system as a whole that it requires to be dealt with in
greater detail2 than is desirable at this point. It is not entirely
consistent with itself and involves several points which ate difficult
to interpret satisfactorily, but the main contention which. Kant
hopes to prove is clear and can be given at once!
Our conclusion in respect of the mathematical antinomies is
that both sides in the dispute are correct in denying the dogmatic
assertions of their opponents, but wrong in attempting to demon-
strate their own counter-proposals. The position as regards the
dynamical antinomies is somewhat different, for here we shall find
1 B s6o~B 593.                                 a See below, p, 199.